Issue 02 February 3rd 2015 


UM 


| ] 
nm En 
IN 

Ban 

| | 

W 


Weekly Online Satire Magazine in Tribute to 
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Vive Charlie! 


The first issue of Vive Charlie was very well received and has been viewed online by more than 
5,000 people so far. We asked you, our Patrons, to share the link to issue one to spread our message 
and you have done exceptionally well, thank you. 


By the time you read this, we will have made issue one public for the purposes of promotion to 
attract more patrons. We are still in the early days, but the support so far from patrons and 
contributors has been fantastic. We are still short of the monthly target that would make Vive Charlie 
self-sufficient. Currently Vive Charlie is reliant on subsidies from the co-founders @JihadistJoe and 
@noisykafir, so please continue to spread the word to ensure we are able to continue offending as 
many people as possible. 


We are still developing new characters and we have received some excellent ideas from patrons 
that are already in planning. The team of contributors that made issue one and issue two possible 
also need to be acknowledged. Below is a list of all those involved: 


@lihadistJoe 
@noisykafir 
@EppersonDon 
(OHolbornlolz 
(Osherlockmicheal 
(OStaunchA 
(Opatcondell 
(Oaseem trivedi 
(Ocausticbob 
@MarkGSparrow 
@LawSecSoc 
(OXxPLWxX 
(Fifi Borgia 
(OHPluckrose 
(Oserkanengin 


There are more contributors that wish to remain anonymous, responsible for writing, administration 
and the ongoing development of our website www.vivecharlie.eu/ 


We now have a Facebook page www.facebook.com/ViveCharlieOfficial so if you are on Facebook, 
please stop by and like the page. 


For those patrons that are due rewards (t-shirts and baseball caps) we will commence mailing these 
once payments have been processed and we have sufficient funds to cover their cost and delivery, 
so please bear with us. 


We will also be printing a limited number of hard copies of issue one. Once we have these we will 
be auctioning them to raise funds that will contribute to our operational and materials costs. 


We hope you enjoy issue two of Vive Charlie and thank you for your continued support. 
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Тһеге аге 60million-of-us but only 646 of them 


Britain's Vilest Troll - Daily Mail. 
Award winning Columnist, Satirist, 
Libertarian legend. Champion of 
Free Speech and a Free Society. 


With our first issue out of the way, I'm tasked with 
another column of 750 or so words to sum up my 
increasing frustration with censorship. Ironically, just 
this week, the Telegraph decided to declare 9 more 
words of the English language "persona non grata" and 
insist we use their new sanitised versions instead. This 
might be the last time you ever see them in print, so 
here goes: 


1) Gay 

2) Retarded 
3) Rapey 

4) Spastic 

5) Paedo 

6) Half-caste 
7) Cretin 

8) Dyke 

9) Special 


All perfectly legal words, allfound in the Oxford English 
dictionary yet suddenly deemed "offensive" and 
therefore to be erased from our collective Groupspeak. 
Noone consulted, no votes, just remove them from use 
lest anyone choose to take offence. This all stems from 
anearlieritem this week where Benedict Cumberpatch 
was globally crucified for committing the heinous 
crime of referring to black actors as "coloured" instead 
of the universally approved "actors of colour". 
Naturally, he has apologised and with luck, he'll find 
work again soon and the ensuing riots will calm down. 
Nottobeoutdone,the diabetics piledinand demanded 
the script to Willy Wonka and the chocolate factory be 
edited as they were "offended" by lines relating to 
eating too much chocolate causing diabetes (no, I'm 
not making this up) and then Israel decided to boycott 
the town of Mevagissy in Cornwall because a country 
walk named after a particularly dictatorial local council 
officer nicknamed Hitler had been signposted as 
“Hitler's walk" (по, I'mreally not making this up), shortly 
followed by the head of BBC World deciding 


that Jihadi's who happily blow up tube trains and 
cut the heads off Japanese journalists should not 
be referred to as “terrorists” as it might harm their 
global image. 


As avid readers of Orwell's 1984 understand well 
enough, when you seek to control a language, you 
seek to control thought. IngSoc created NewsSpeak, 
GroupThink and DuckSpeak as methods of 
controlling free thought insofar as if you remove 
the ability formulate a thought using words, you сап 
no longer communicate that thought to others. The 
goal was to create a society of non thinking, 
obedient drones, unable to even formulate or 
articulate a revolutionary thought. And that's right 
where we're headed under the guise of the 
“offended”. 


Have a quick look at the picture below of words no 
longer deemed “suitable” by a particular football 
club. You can be booted out of their premises for 
even muttering them in public. When exactly do we 
draw aline in the sand and say “leave our language 


alone”? 


What YOU need to look out for... 
both on 


form ination inatory behaviour 

The Club wishes to eradicate any of discrimi or discriminatory 08 
and off the football pitch. It's important to understand the context of what's kovin said, ее 
here are examples of а few words worth listening out for which are usually offensive 


the Club considers unacceptable; 


үкі рікеу Spic Nip бурау 

Half-caste Nigger Raghead c % 

Мов Сооп Ракі 

exual Orientation T 

been Poof Fairy Lady-boy puit 
b-jock Fag Queer Bender Dyke к 

hat's gay You're gay Rent-boy М 

ender 

incess Play like a girl She-man 


| managed to bag a whole page in the Sun newspaper 
this week to defend the right to be offensive on social 
media and have been overwhelmed with messages of 
support from ordinary citizens fed up with having to 
remain silent lest their use of words be deemed 
offensive by some particularly sensitive work 
colleague and they be hounded to an assisted suicide 
by the thought police. 


The bottom line, of course, is that most people LOVE to 
be offended. It gives them the thrill of belonging to the 
righteous mob, the chance to proclaim loudly that they 


I SINCERELY APOLOGISE 
TO THE NAACP FOR 
PRONOUNCING THE 

'U' IN ‘COLOURED’ 


are better or more compassionate or have higher 
morals than you. It allows them to strut their faux 
outrageasamedaltobewornproudly ontheir chests 
(not on page 3, obviously) declaring themselves to 
be “superior citizens”. There are plenty of things | 
find offensive, dear readers, but they are and will 
remain MY problem, not other peoples. 


So get out there and start offending people whilst 
it's still barely legal - you won't have to try very hard, 
| can assure you of that. 


nee: tj | VIVE CHARLIE TV 


me his special 


paedo giving S With @AliBambii 


“Іп other news, Bob Smith, a gay retarded cretin and Sally Jones, 
a half-cast 


ISIS demonstrating the new, more <. 
tolerant, caring, logical side of Islam 


It seems ISIS, not content with their prophet plagiarising the 
Bible and Torah, are now stealing ideas from Monty Python's 
“The Holy Grail". When the villagers were preparing to burna 
witch, the wise Sir Bedivere intervened using the logic, “If she 
weighs the same as a duck, she's made of wood and therefore, 
a witch". 


ISIS have used this logic by deciding only to hang gays that can 
fly, and how do they test if they can fly? That's right, they throw 
them off tall buildings. 


THE WONDERFUL WORLD OF DR. NAIK ZAKIR 
г Dr. Zakir Naik, Quranic Scholar 


"Amanisstill considered pure whenhe releases 
his lust with a sheep or goat. If there is no 
woman, then there is no true lust or sexual sin, 
but the animal becomes tainted and must die. 
So says Prophet Mohammed (PBUH)" 
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"The pig is the most shameless animal on 
the face of the earth. It is the only animal 
that invites its friends to have sex with its 
mate. In America, most people consume 
pork. Many times after dance parties, 
they have swapping of wives; many say 
‘you sleep with my wife and | will sleep 
with your wife.' If you eat pigs then you 
behave like pigs" 


DR ZAKIR NAIK 
Servant of Allah 
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MODERATE MUSLIMS 


Bringing the peace and tolerance of Islam to the 
West, enriching its culture along the way 


` WOMENS RIGHTS РЕМО 


"Hands up ladies if your husband is а misogynistic 
pig and you would like to keep your clitoris" 


А Jihadist Joe 


As-salam 'alaykum dumb ass 
infidels, @JihadistJoe here. 
After being left out of issue 
one | stormed the offices of 
Vive Charlie with my AK47 
and convinced them to 
include me in issue two. 


Terrorist recruitment and training centres are now 
common place in the West, so are terrorists? 


PEDO DISCUSSION GROUPS 


Because every Muslim wants to emulate 
their glorious pedo prophet 


"| believe in free speech, but" 
THE ATTACK OF THE BUT HEADS 
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| don't think the discussion about Charlie Hebdo is 
necessarily one about "offence" at all. 


Why do | say that? Well, people are quite happy to 
offend each other every day, and our newspapers, TV 
stations and creative industries simply wouldn't be 
able to exist without causing offence and creating 
shock value. 


Disagreement, and the causing of offence, are 
indispensable aspects of our democracy because 
they enable us to debate the merits of one political 
ideology over another; disagreementand offence are 
crucial to the principle of free speech, and our way 
of life wouldn't be our way of life without them. 


Do you think Mehdi Hasan, of the Huffington Post, 
who is considered by many to be a moderate Muslim 
but who has called non-Muslims "cattle of no 
intelligence", and who wooed the Question Time 
viewers recently with his strange thoughts on Charlie 
Hebdo, lies awake at night worrying about offending 
Tory voters when he writes articles criticising David 
Cameron and George Osborne? Do you think Mehdi 
Hasan worries about offending the "deeply-held 
political beliefs" of Tories? Of course not. And nor 
should he. 


Think of the principle of free speech as parallel lines. 
So long as those lines are running parallel, i.e. so long 
as people are in agreement, there is absolutely no 
problem. Butit’sthe pointat which those lines diverge 
that the principle of free speech becomes so 
important. 


And that's the whole point of free speech - it's to 
enable theairing of views that people disagree about, 
even very strongly. It's to enable the scrutiny, 
criticism and yes even outright ridicule of ideas. 


Shutting down free speech by claiming you're 
"offended" is basically an admission that you've 
failed to understand free speech. And if you don't 
understand free speech, you don't understand freedom. 


There are what we can probably call some "objective" forms 
of offence, such as racism, anti-Semitism, intruding into 
people's 


Living in outrageous times: Charlie 
Hebdo and the culture of offence 


= Speech by LSS Secretary, Charlie Klendjian at University College 
| London Atheist, Secularist and Humanist Society, 29/01/2015 


grief — but | would call these “secular” forms of offence, that 
pretty much all decent people could agree are offensive, 
whetheryouare religious ornot Butwe'restillallowedtocause 
these types of offence; it's not forbidden. 


The crucialthing about these "objective" ог "secular" 
forms of offence is that accepting they are offensive 
does notrequire the acceptance of any article of faith. 
And let's remember, people don't generally enforce 
these "objective" or "secular" examples of offence 
at the point of an AK47. 


Arguing that the Charlie Hebdo cartoons were 
"offensive" is different, because it does require 
accepting as a given, a particular article of faith — in 
this case the prohibition on depicting Mohammed – 
or accepting that all tenets of all faiths should be 
respected. And as we saw, this form of offence was 
enforced at the point of an AK47 in Paris. 


What'smore,itwasthefact Mohammed was depicted 
that caused the problem, rather than the nature of 
the actual depictions. The test case for proving this 
to us was the image that the former extremist Maajid 
Nawaz, who | have a lot of respect for, tweeted over 
a year ago and which landed him in hot water - he 
received numerous deaththreats and there were calls 
for him to step down as a parliamentary candidate. 


Maajid tweeted the most banal Jesus and Mo picture 
imaginable - it was literally Jesus saying"Hey" and 
Mohammed saying "How you doing?". Maajid 
deliberately chose that image to show it was the fact 
Mohammed was being depicted that was "offensive", 
rather than the nature of the depiction. 


So, somehow we have accepted that we are allowed 
to cause offence generally, and we're even allowed 
to offend virtually all religious sensibilities, for 
example with films such as the Life of Brian, artwork 
showing a crucifix in urine, or plays about 
Mormonism. 


So it appears there is one exception to this rule that 
we're generally allowed to cause offence. That 
exception, as we have seen, is Islam. Islam is refusing 


to play by the rules. We are not allowed to offend 
Islam. 


| think we need a different word to "offence" for the 
purposes of this discussion. Don't you? How about, | 
don't know, the word "blasphemy"? Shall we just call 
it what it is? It's blasphemy. Because when we use 
the term "offence" we are really using a code word 
for blasphemy. 


Today, we are living under a blasphemy law. And the 
saddest thing is, most people can't even bring 
themselves to admit this. And there is other coded 
language that creeps in. When people say they don't 
want to cause "offence" by depicting Mohammed, 
they are really saying "I do not want to be killed", or 
"| do not want to be called a racist and lose my job." 
And there's more. Other coded language that creeps 
inis "sensitivity" and "respect". Apparently, we must 
now be "sensitive" to those who want to kill us and 
we must "respect" them. Since when, exactly? Maybe 
I didn't get the memo. 


So not only do we have a blasphemy law that we have 
to comply with, but we're not even allowed to say we 
have a blasphemy law. This 15 what I call a blasphemy 
law on stilts. We are not even allowed to say there 
are things we are not allowed to talk about. This is 
what a blasphemy law does. It creates surreal 
situations. 


It is also a democracy-killer. In January 2011 in 
Pakistan, the governor of Punjab, Salmaan Taseer, 
suggested that maybe, just maybe, it might be a 
sensible idea to reform Pakistan's murderous 
blasphemy laws.Do youknow whathappened to him? 
He was murdered. Not by some random nutcase, but 
by his very own bodyguard. This is someone who 
hadn't even blasphemed himself. This is someone 
who - as the journalist and author Nick Cohen 
described it — "blasphemed against the blasphemy 
law". 


Unfortunately | have to report that nothing has really 
changed since the Charlie Hebdo massacre, as far as 
| can see. Of course everyone found it very easy to 
condemn murder, as they should, but they didn't find 
it quite so easy to unequivocally defend the right to 
free speech - and in particular the right to depict 
Mohammed. And they found itharder still to actually 
physically exercise that right to depict Mohammed. 


Charlie Hebdo wasn't a turning point; it was just the 
next step in a rapid downward spiral. If anything was 
going to be the turning point, it should have been 
this. If anything was going to create the "| am 
Spartacus" 


moment across the media and the press, it should 
have been this. 


Unfortunately it didn't happen. There were some 
exceptions, for example the Independent and even 
the Guardian of all newspapers printed an image, and 
the BBC showed an image on the 10 o'clock News, on 
Newsnight, on Panorama, and on its website. 


Butthe other papers bottled it, the Spectator bottled 
it, and even Private Eye bottled it. | feel particularly 
let down by the Spectator and Private Eye. Private 
Eye makes a living out of being offensive. A year or 
so previously, the editor of the Spectator, Fraser 
Nelson, proudly said he would go to jail rather than 
sign up to Lord Justice Leveson's press reforms. But 
he wasn't prepared to allow his magazine to depict 
a man with a beard. Why? It's because Fraser Nelson 
and the Spectator are living under a blasphemy law. 


Well who could blame someone for wanting to live, 
you might say. Fair point. Butthere is one simple rule 
here. If you are scared you have to say you are scared. 
You can't use stupid phrases like "not wanting to 
cause offence", or "respect", or "sensitivity" or 
"people's deeply-held religious beliefs". There is no 
shame whatsoever in being scared. It's a natural and 
necessary human emotion. But there is shame in not 
admitting you're scared, and there isdouble shame 
in saying you respect something when really you fear 
it. 


And take a moment to consider just how shameful it 
was of all the TV stations and newspapers who chose 
not to show the images. It was shameful for two 
reasons. Firstly, it showed a complete lack of 
solidarity with their professional colleagues; their 
fallen fellow journalists. And secondly, by refusing 
to show the images they failed to do their job. The 
images werethe story. You can'ttell the story without 
them. 


Even if the press and the media said clearly that they 
had decided not to depict Mohamed because they 
were scared, that would have been an enormous step 
forward and | would have been very happy with that, 
because we would have started to identify the 
problem. 


Unfortunately, for the most part, people are still in 
denial aboutthis problem. Forgetall the analysis you 
havereadoverthelastfew weeks becauseitall comes 
down to two simple points. 


Point one is that people were killed for breaching a 
blasphemy code. And point two is that this blasphemy 


code comes from Islam. These aren't my opinions. 
These are facts. That's all there is to this. 


Racism 

| want to talk briefly about all the discussions we 
heard on racism in the aftermath of the massacre. The 
first thing to say here is that even if the journalists 
had been racist, and there's no evidence they were, 
it wouldn't have made any difference at all. Racism 
is bad, yes, of course it is, but itis not punishable by 
death. 


The American secularist and moral philosopher Sam 
Harris put it well recently. He said something along 
the lines of: if your first question on finding out about 
the murders was "what kind of cartoons were they" 
or "were they racist", then you've already missed the 
point. As Sam Harris put it, "People were killed for 
drawing cartoons. End of moral analysis." 


Do you think the Kouachi brothers who gunned down 
the cartoonists used to sit at home saying to each 
other, "Personally bruv, | am absolutely comfortable 
with non-racist satire of our prophet Mohammed 
(PBUH), it's just the racist satire that does my head 
in"? Of course not. 


| think all the discussions about racism in the 
aftermath of the shootings were an unnecessary 
distraction—and they suited our opponents very well, 
because allthe time people were talking aboutracism 
was time they weren't talking about Islam's 
blasphemy code. 


Unfortunately even secularists have spent quite a 
long time “proving” that the journalists and the 
cartoons weren't racist. In fairness it’s been a noble 
attempt to preserve the good names of the fallen, 
and | understand that completely. But when they 
announce their eureka moment of “proving” that 
Charlie Hebdo weren't racist, ok congratulations, 
you've shown they're not racist. But you know what 
else you've done? You've moved the discussion away 
from Islam's blasphemy laws to racism. That's not 
helpful. We need to keep our focus here. The problem 
here is a blasphemy code. 


And we have to be careful we don't create a hierarchy 
of victims here. Thinkabouthow noblethe journalists 
were, and consider despitethatjusthow many smears 
there were after their deaths and how much 
discussion there was about racism. Now think about 
other people who are in the public eye, who often 
get accused of racism. Take Richard Dawkins, for 
example. | don't think he's racist but just imagine for 
one second what his social media post-mortem 


would have been if he had been killed for drawing 
pictures of Mohammed. The obligatory "but" after 
the statement "freedom of speech is important" 
would have been even more pronounced for 
Dawkins. So let's not create a hierarchy. Let's 
remember that this particular discussion is about 
blasphemy, not racism. 


And really, what makes you think that Islamists are 
bothered about racism? Do they seek to create equal, 
multicultural societies where everyone is equal 
before the law? No. They don't care about racism. 
They care about protecting their blasphemy codes - 
andtheycandothatby changingthe subjecttoracism 
after their fellow Muslims have just gunned down 
people for committing blasphemy. 


Iwas also disappointed with all the discussions about 
a "backlash". Let me emphasise, before | get 
misquoted: any racism at all is bad, and any backlash, 
even one small incident, is too many. But let's try and 
remember what happened after the unimaginable 
horrors of 9/11, 7/7, Madrid, Sydney, Paris. Wasthere 
this huge "backlash" against Muslims that we're 
always being told about? Even the respected author 
Kenan Malik has previously said: "In reality, 
discrimination against Muslims is not as great as is 
often perceived." 


| heard the 7/7 bus explode in Russell Square from 
my office. | remember the windows shaking. What 
was my “backlash”? | went to work the next day. | am 
involved now in challenging sharia. That's my 
"backlash". A friend of mine lost her brother. What 
was her "backlash"? She goes to a memorial every 
year. My family are Armenian. Some of them were 
wipedoutbythe OttomanTurks. The lucky Armenians 
were given the choice of converting to Islam. What 
was the "backlash" of the survivors of the massacre? 
They went all over the world and they became 
successful professionals and business people. 


| think this constant talk of a "backlash" demeans us. 
I'm a little tired of being told the British people are 
racist. I've been all over the world and this is the least 
racist country I've set foot in. How nice it would be 
to hear from organisations like the Muslim Council 
of Britain that this is the best country in the world to 
be a Muslim, the safest country for them. 


Back to free speech 

Well | said this discussion is not about offence. And 
noris itreally about cartoons. Think of the prohibition 
on depicting Mohammed as the firewall that protects 
Islam. It's a way of protecting Islam as 


a whole from scrutiny. Because once we break 
through that barrier, we have а chance of challenging 
Islam's power. And Islam does not like that. 


A blasphemy code protects the religion as a whole. 
It protects ideas at the expense of people. The Pope 
is fully on board with this, by the way. He made it 
clear after these murders that we shouldn't offend 
religious beliefs. Now think to yourself, how can the 
Pope look any fellow Christian in the face who is 
persecuted for blasphemy in an Islamic state? It's 
because he doesn't care. He would rather protect 
religion than people. 


You might think to yourself, "come on, it's clear that 
many people find these cartoons offensive, can't we 
just give it a break?" Well let me tell you some other 
things that Islamists find offensive: uncovered 
women, Jews, gays, alcohol, freedom, watching 
football, blogging. Islamists are more outraged at 
blogging than flogging. As the author Bruce Bawer 
put it, "Agreeing to one Islamist demand merely 
hastens the arrival of the next." 


There's now a clear difference between Islam and 
other religions, and there has been for some time. As 
a general rule we can talk about the other religions 
without fearing death. ALL religious privilege and 
power is harmful, of course it is, but we've just about 
managed to contain the other religions. It'sa constant 
battle, we have good and bad days, and there's still 
plenty of work to do, there are some problems with 
Christianity in America, and there is the problem of 
faith schools, but we've more or less got the other 
religions in a box. We can talk about them, we can 
criticise them, and we can ridicule them – and that's 
all the tools we need. | read a blog piece recently 
where someone argued along the lines of "Take away 
all my rights but leave me with free speech, because 
I'll use that to get back my other rights". 


We have to get Islam to this point. We have to get 
Islam within the general gravitational pull of 
secularism. At the moment it's a rogue comet. Either 
we shackle Islam or it will shackle us. There is no 
compromise here. 


Blasphemy codes, and apostasy codes, are the crucial 
ingredients protecting Islam's power, and that's why 
they're so strongly guarded. Take them away, and the 
house of cards comes down. Very quickly. And you 
know what they say: the bigger they are, the harder 
they fall. 


We have to be brave. We have to be brave in 
diagnosing the problem honestly, and we have to be 


brave in solving the problem. 


| have already said that the problem is a blasphemy 
code, and thatthe blasphemy code comes from Islam. 
But let me end опа positive note by talking about the 
solution. | know my speech has been downbeat. 
Forgive me, but as a secularist and an Armenian and 
a lawyer | occupy a unique position on the Venn 
diagram of pessimism. 


How do you solve the problem of this blasphemy 
code? It's so easy, it's embarrassing. You don't have 
to lobby Parliament, you don't need to starta political 
party, nothinglikethat. There'sonlyone waytorepeal 
this blasphemy code- and that's by breachingit. Over 
andoverandover again. Doit loudly and doit proudly, 
and don't apologise. If someone asks you why you're 
depicting Mohammed, say “someone has to”. 


Is it scary? Yes of course it is. But the more of us who 
do it, the less scary it becomes. We have to spread 
the risk, and we have to use the power of ridicule to 
isolate the nutcases - and their apologists. Hands up 
anyone who's planning on living forever? 


If we don't do this, | guarantee that you and your 
children will live under sharia law, because if we 
acceptade facto blasphemy code, we accept limitless 
harm. We accept the end of democracy, the end of 
everything you take for granted. 


Offence? Can you think of anything more offensive 
than killing human beings for drawing cartoons? 


Remember: people were killed for drawing cartoons. 


End of moral analysis. 


The Lawyers' Secular Society believes that legal 
rights and the administration of justice should be 
based on equality, respect for human rights and 
objective evidence, and that no weight should be 
attached to religious doctrine, belief in the 
supernatural or so-called cultural traditions. We 
campaign against any religious practices or 
privileges which infringe the lawful rights of 
others. 


Website: https://lawyerssecularsociety.wordpress.com/ 


Twitter: https://twitter.com/LawSecSoc 
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Hosted by Christopher Hitchens Cha ns 
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Hitch: This week’s teams аге One True God апа The Church of BUZZZ One True God Moe: If that filthy kafir whore 
Scientology, with team captains John Travolta and the Prophet Kirsty Alley doesn't put on a burka PII rape her. 
Moe. OK, first question and a starter for 10... 


Hitch: OK, question 1 and a starter for 10. What is this a BUZZZ One True God Tom: It's an Atheist fabrication 
picture of? buried around the world to try and debunk Islam 


Hitch: Question 2, what edible item was said to grow on the BUZZZ Scientology Travolta: That's an easy one 
mythical tree of knowledge? Christopher, it's a Royale with cheese 


HE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 


| THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
ONE TRUE GOD 


[THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
ONE TRUE GOD 


Hitch: Question 4, what did Ron Hubbard and Moe of Islam 
have in common? 


I THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
| ONE TRUE GOD 


OBAMA 


0 { THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 


ONE TRUE GOD 


Hitch: Final question, and it’s a nice easy one to gift somebody 
a point so they can win. What is this a picture of? 


THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY KU] 
___ONETRUEGOD — — 


| 
BUZZZ One True God Aisha: Nine 


Come on time’s running Sorry, time’s up. They 
out. Anyone? A guess? were both mentally ill. 


THE CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY JA 
ONE TRUE GOD 
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BUZZZ Scientology Cruise: Spacecraft for transporting 
aliens to the bases of volcanoes that had hydrogen 
bombs dropped in them. And that’s a FACT!!! 


You know 
nothing 
about 
Islam 


You took 
that verse 
out of 
context 


Christians 
killed 
unbelievers 
too 


Islam 
is 
the Religion 
of Peace 


The Ouran 
is the 
word of 
God 


You can't 
blame Islam 
for the 
actions of a 
tiny % 


Nothing 
to do 
with 
Islam 


That 
Hadith is 
unreliable 


Islam 
does not 
condone 
violence 


Muhammed 
was the 
perfect 
Muslim 


You 
are 
Istamophobic 


They are 
not real 
Muslims 


Girls in the 
desert 
mature 

more 
guickly 


Killing 1 
person is 
like killing 
all humanity 


You have to 
see the 
historical 
context 


You 
are 
Racist 


Aisha 
was 16 
when she 
married 


You must 
know Arabic 
to 
understand 
the Ouran 


There is 
no 
compulsion 
in Islam 


Muhammad's 
wars were 
defensive 


Islam 
is the one 

true 
religion 


That 
translation 
is wrong 


Terrorists 
are not true 
Muslims 


Islam 
teaches 
peace & 

tolerance 


RULES: Whenever you are debating with Muslims on social media, simply cross out each sguare as they 
use it as a defence of Islam. When you complete a horizontal or vertical line, shout BINGO 


HEALTH & SAFETY WARNING: If used face to face, Muslims may cut your head off #ReligionOfPeace 


Pat Condell - Nothing to do with Islam 


‘Nothing to do with Islam' has become the catch phrase of western leaders in their press 
conferences directly after Islamic terrorist attacks. " We all know these Quran inspired atrocoties 
have nothing to do with Islam bacuse our politicians keep telling us this". 


Islam - The Religion of Motherfucking Peace If Jesus returned 
A short film that explains the logic and A quick look at what might happen if Jesus 
methods behind the Islamic goal of securing actually returned to the earth in the current 


peace. climate. 


For some people, freedom of speech is defined as the 
luxury of supporting the causes or people that you 
agree with. In fact, free speech is something we often 
take for granted butrecently hada sharp lesson in how 
supporting free speech also means supporting the 
right of someone you may despise and be totally 
opposed to speak their mind. 


That's the situation | found myself ina couple of weeks 
ago when the universally despised Katie Hopkins — 
she of The Apprentice and now Celebrity Big Brother 
fame – opened her cavernous mouth and managed to 
stuff both of her feet in it by referring to the Scottish 
nurse and Ebola victim, Pauline Cafferkey, as a ‘sweaty 
Jock’. Personally | struggle figuring out what sort of 
mind thinks that spouting such bile is either 
constructive or dignified. The things is, lacking in 
common decency or being an idiot isn't illegal; at least 
not yet! | was rash enough to tweet this opinion when 
the usual offendotrons on Twitter were calling for 
Katie's prosecution for racism and poor taste. You 
could almost hear the sound of pitchforks being 
sharpened in readiness for the torch-wielding mob to 
march on Castle Hopkins. 


Unfortunately | have a habit of defending the 
underdog or simply being contrarian and this came 
back to bite me on the arse when BBC Radio 5 Live 
phoned to ask me if I'd be willing to defend Katie's 
right to free speech live on air. | assumed every other 
commentator in the country had either turned them 
down or switched to answerphone. This was in the 
week before the Charlie Hebdo atrocity and free 
speech was getting a good kicking from all quarters, 
especially north of the border. 


So early the next morning | went head-to-head with 
former Labour minister Brian Wilson who was most 
robust in his insistence that Katie Hopkins should face 
prosecution for being racist (the law actually covers 
nationalities so you can be charged with racism for 
insulting a Welsh person or a Spaniard) and | had the 
unenviable task of defending Katie's tasteless jibe 
about a 'sweaty Jock' who, at that time, was fighting 
for her life in London's Royal Free Hospital. It wasn't 
an easy task and | didn't enjoy doing it but if | truly 


Mark Sparrow isa writer, journalist, photographerand 
broadcaster. Presenter of Channel 4's Dispatches: 
Тһе Truth About Hospital Food'. Mark uses Twitter to 
debate and discuss issues at (Omarkgsparrow. Here's 
his "take" onthe Katie Hopkins ‘sweaty Jock' debacle, 
and on the way free speech is being eroded. 


believeinfree speechlhad no choice but to my belief 
defend her right to be offensive. | think the interview 
went well and afterwards | received some pleasant 
emails supporting me for doingthe media equivalent 
of cleaning out the Augean stables. 


The task of defending the right of someone | 
fundamentally disagreed with to speak freely taught 
me a valuable lesson. It actually strengthened my 
resolve to stand up for free speech in the future no 
matter what. 


Tragically at the end of that week two crazed lunatics 
burstinto the offices of the French satirical magazine 
Charlie Hebdo and massacred 12 journalists and 
cartoonists in cold blood. The reason for the attack 
was the magazine's insistence on printing cartoons 
of the prophet Mohammed. In certain sects of the 
Muslim faith this is a big ‘no no’. The world responded 
with horror and the Western World for a few days 
realised just what was at stake from Islam's restricted 
view of free speech. Suddenly everyone understood 
that our very right to mock, ridicule and criticise 
religion, politics or traditions was at risk. We finally 
understood what marked us out as different from 
those gun-wielding fanatics. 


Following the shooting | felt devastated by the 
killings but on the positive side | realised that we 
had finally got the message that personal freedom 
and free speech, however offensive, had to be 
available to all. That's not to say that we should 
needlessly go around offending people for the hell 
of it, but if necessary we should have the right to 
point outirrational or repressive ideas that endanger 
our freedoms, the freedoms that so many people 
have died to uphold. 


So, would! doit again? Well, even though Katie hasn't 
even so much as nodded in my direction for fighting 
her corner, | did wonder if | could be bothered to 
defendheragain butthenlthoughtabouttheterrible 
events of Paris a couple of weeks ago and | knew that 
| would... without question. 


Je suis Katie. 


We must 
stop Moe raiding 
and killing so 
send the text 


LOL - I think it's time 
Moe left Medina and Islam created 
its own empire, starting with 
revenge in Mecca 


Mecca is only % 
for the Muslims. ] [2 ” Egypt is only 


Convert or Die for the Muslims. 


AE t lf umi 2 4 .. or Die <. v 


And so it began, spreading Islam by the sword, killing all opposition until there is only 


bcoz he is stealing our limelight and 
you kafir are hating on him instead of on 
Islam. This is effecting our status as /! J 
victims and must stop. ; 


We аге beheading Perez ~“ q ШІ! 
i 
) 


You can't kill me, 
this is the Perez Show and 
the show must go on 


I know it's OK to behead 
infidels because it commands us to 
do it in the Quran, but are you sure 

it says you can rape the headless 
corpse afterwards Asif? 


To take sides with Islamists in the name of democracy, 
to supportthe existence of Islamic shariaisto maintain 
its objectives to organize, strengthen and take power 
which, in case it succeeds, due to its intrinsic structure, 
due to the theology of Islam, will take all of your 
freedom from you, hang, imprison and exile. Just like 
what happened after the "Islamic Revolution". 


15[ат іп itself is the enemy of democracy and freedom. 
You can see the concrete examples in countless 
incidents happening everyday in Iraq, Syria, 
Afghanistan, Iran, Saudi Arabia, Somali and Nigeria. 
Never be deceived by the ignorant persons who tell 
you that "It's not what Islam really is", because Islam 
is precisely that. The Islamic law sees stone to death, 
homophobia, cutting hand as punishment, pedophilia, 
women who have been taken prisoners as war booty 
being sex slaves, woman being a second rate person 
whosolely exists to serve herhusbandasacommodity, 
necrophilia being legitimized based on Muhammad's 
"lying next to one of his wives" which implies that he 
raped the corpse, defending the right to have sexual 
intercourse within 6 hours from the moment of death 
based on the acts of Muhammad considered as 
"tradition", to kill the ones who it labels as "heretic", 
rape their women, extort their property and land as 
it's right and duty; so anyway you cutit, Islamis a crime 
against humanity. And crime has nothing to do with 
freedom. 


Islam, which reserves in its heart the potential for 
massacre, rape and the instigation of extort, must be 
prohibited, and its propagandists should be put on 
trial within the context of contradicting human rights 
and crimes committed against humanity. 


Nevertheless, there are socialists unfortunately taking 
sides with the Islamists in the name of democracy. 
Even though the position of the "Libertarian Left" is 
a political structure that | agree with most of the time, 
which seizes upon the attitude of defending the 
struggle of sexual and ethnical minorities in 
conjunction with class struggle as a "must be", | tend 
to stay away from it to avoid the negligence of those 
who support the Islamists in the name of democracy. 


CRITIQUE OF THE SOCIALISTS DEFENDING ISLAM 


By SERKAN ENGIN 
Translated by Metin Anli 


"The criticism of religion is the prerequisite of all critique." Karl Marx 


However, the analysis of both Lenin and Marx are 
erroneous because of the lack of proper assessment. 
Because; their predicating solely on Christianity in 
their analysis on religion, in order to develop an 
attitude against while defending the internationalist 
class struggle, is a great deficiency. 


In the Communist Manifesto, they adopt a particular 
attitude towards religion in line with their analysis 
solely based on the "church". 


Although Marx's phrase "religion is the opiate of the 
masses” is popular (opium was used as a medicine 
to obtund and cure the pain caused by diseases) the 
part at the beginning of the same sentence is 
commonly skipped. When Marx was saying, "Religion 
is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart of a 
heartless world, and the soul of soulless conditions. 
", he was interpreting religion only through Christian 
theology which commanded "If someone slaps you 
onone cheek, offer the other cheek also" and he was 
going into the effort of showing "empathy" with the 
religion which he saw as a medicine that eased the 
pain of the uneducated masses, which had inhuman 
rules commanding women to be killed by being 
stoned to death, defending pedophilia-necrophilia, 
seeingitasarighttokill the ones who are not Muslim; 
because he knew nothing about the theological 
essence of Islam, he never considered it necessary 
to make any research on the subject, while calling the 
proletariat in every country to be organized. 
Unfortunately, Marx who said "The criticism of 
religion is the prerequisite of all critique." haven't 
criticized "all religion" and thereby adopted a 
deficient and wrong attitude towards religion. 
Without any doubt, those who follow Marx blindly 
continue to repeat the same mistakes he did. 


"Religion must be declared a private affair. In these 
words socialists usually express their attitude 
towards religion. But the meaning of these words 
should be accurately defined to prevent any 
misunderstanding. We demand that religion be held 
a private affair so far as the state is concerned. But 
by no means can we consider religion a private affair 
so far as our Party is concerned." says Lenin. If you 
talk like Lenin, observing religion through 


Christianity which its existence for the masses didn't 
pose any threat of a "nation of Islamic sharia" to be 
built within a period of struggles for reformation 
throughout hundreds of years and subsequently a 
period of development of rationality, science, artand 
philosophy without restraint, and without making a 
proper research on the theology of Islam, certainly 
you fall into carelessness as the atheist socialists had 
to have the right attitude against religion. So you say 
"We demand that religion be held a private affair so 
far as the state is concerned." just like Lenin, but 
considering religions on the face of earth doesn't 
consist of Christianity; no socialist state, and of 
course no socialist has the right to fall into 
heedlessness like saying "religion be held a private 
affair" as Islam kills, rapes, extorts the property of 
people who aren't Muslim in Afghanistan, Iran, Saudi 
Arabia; which are the countries that haven't passed 
over the "stone age" period yet. 
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| wont let 
extremists silence 
voices and opinions. 
Je suis Charlie 


Boxing fans are rioting 
all over Turkey tonight 
after Facebook CEO 
Mark Zuckerberg agrees 
to ban all pictures of 
Muhammed in Turkey 


To get back to the issue of the "Libertarian Left"... To 
support Islam in the name of democracy is no 
different from being "the stupid steer which licks the 
knife of the butcher", as you go on licking, the knife 
would cut your throat sooner or later... 

Wake up from your sleep of negligence before it's 
too late... 


Serkan Engin is an atheist author and poet, 
who lived as a Sunni Muslim for 23 years from 
birth, and is still living in a Muslim country, 
Turkey. Also, his parentsandallofhisrelatives 
are still Muslim. So, his views about Islam can 
be easily consider an inside view. 


http://paperboatsofpoetry.blogspot.com.tr/ 


https://twitter.com/serkanengin 


1601 Willow Road 


mos. 


A source close to Mr Zuckerberg confirmed "Mark 


{doesn't give a shit about free speech, only money”. So we are 
~ ee Mark a JE SUIS UN ASSHOLE t-shirt — 


Өө y» 


Will Barry Obama be taking a PhD in Taqiyya 
back to Kenya when he leaves office? 


Useful Idiot and undercover Muslim, Barry Hussain Obama has clearly been taking lessons 
from his friends at the Muslim Brotherhood and CAIR. His skills at taqiyya are now up there 
with the best of his bearded muppet brothers from these terrorist organisations. 


Obama has rejected an opportunity to meet with Israel's Netanyahu in March when he'll 
be in Washington to address Congress, because he claims (taqiyyas) that he "doesn't want 
to influence the Israeli elections". This is at the same time as using US taxpayer money to 
fund a campaign in Israel called V15, or Victory 15, in an effort to influence the outcome 
of the elections in around six weeks time. 


To make his taqiyya utterly outrageous, the Victory 15 team that recently arrived in Israel, 
not only includes Jeremy Bird Obama's national field director for his 2012 election 
campaign, but an additional 15, yes 15, of Obama's 2012 campaign team. 
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It's pretty clear that jihadists have an acute case of cartoonophobia so manent a 
payload of Muslamic kryptonite on them will have them cowering in caves for years. 


We welcome @causticbob to Vive Charlie. 
If you're not offended by his tweets then 
there is something wrong with you. 


The Mohel Retires 


After a long career of performing the sacred Brit Milah, Rabbi Israel Goldberg 
decides to retire. As is the orthodox custom, Rabbi Goldberg collected each foreskin 
and preserved them according to the prescribed method. As you can imagine, he 
had quite a collection! Misses Goldberg would always complain about the amount 
of dust the preserved foreskins gathered and how she was endlessly dusting 
them. The rabbi, being a frugal man, decided against throwing them out as that 
would be wasteful. He decides a good use for the large collection of tips would 
be to have something made out of them. 


Rabbi Goldberg looks online and finds a nearby leather goods manufacturer. He 
walks the several blocks to their building and meets with a salesman. He asks 
“Can you do anything with these?” The salesman looks at the collection of foreskins, 
studies them for a few minutes and replies “Of course. I'll have something for 
you in two weeks. Come back then” 


After two weeks, the rabbi returns to the leather manufacturer and asks for the 
salesman. The salesman comes out carrying a small package and hands it to the 
rabbi. The rabbi opens the package and sees a wallet. 


In disbelief Rabbi Goldberg exclaims “Oi vey! After sixty years you would think 
that you could do better than a wallet!” 


The salesman replies “Don’t worry, rub it a few times and it will turn into a 
suitcase” 
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i get pissed at people who claim 
muslims are stuck in the middle 
ages. that's not true. they even 
have fashion mags! 


Ы, 


How to, m. 

Bet rid of blood spots 
end other types of 
bruises. 


Know how fo keep 
20 EN cuts for your loving him, eVerrso: 


Bestseller 50 Shades of Black FREE in this iss 


| Twitter: @HPluckrose 


In July 2014, the Home Affairs Committee's 'Second 
Report on Female Genital Mutilation' revealed that an 
estimated 170,000 women and girls are living with 
FGM in the UK and 65,000 girls under fourteen remain 
atrisk. In September, experimental statistics from the 
Health and Social Care Information Centre found 467 
new cases in a single month. In FGM, part or all of the 
clitoris is cut away and sometimes the labia is also 
removed and the vagina sewn almost shut, usually 
without anaesthetic. Immediate consequences can 
be shock, blood loss, infection and sometimes, death. 
Long term problems include urinary tract infection, 
complications in pregnancy, neonatal death, pain 
during sex, impaired libido and severe psychological 
trauma. A community might pool resources to pay to 
bring а 'cutter' from an FGM practicing country or take 
children to their countries of origin at the beginning 
of the summer holidays. Although female genital 
mutilation was outlawed in 1985 and a further law in 
2003 madeitillegalforany girlto be mutilated abroad 
and increased the penalty to fourteen years 
imprisonment, there has been only one arrest to date. 


The question of why such a serious abuse of children 
has been allowed to continue is one that Jenny 
McCarthy's excellent blog addresses. McCarthy 
asserts that “some deluded liberals — almost wilfully 
contorting themselves into comfortable inaction - 
once actually argued that it was inherently racist to 
interfere with FGM.” Germaine Greer made a similar 
argument for cultural sensitivity likening FGM to 
tattoos, saying she wouldn't dream of telling someone 
they couldn't have one. However, | suspect we would 
object to someone pinning down a child and forcibly 
tattooing her genitals causing lasting damage and in 
fact, a quick online search turns up three UK 
prosecutions for underage tattooing of willing 
teenagers on the first page; already three times as 
many as for FGM. 


Are ‘race’ or ‘culture’ really the issues, though, or is it 
religious sensibilities that UK authorities fears to 
offend? The Home Affairs report informs us that FGM 
does not have its base in any religion although there 
is а ‘соттоп misconception’ that it does. Similarly, 
the London Safeguarding Children Board says that 
work is on-going “to eradicate FGM in the UK where 
some Muslims mistakenly think that FGM is an Islamic 
requirement.” It insists that the “only way” to 
eradicate FGM is to engage with religious and 
community leaders, Imams and Muslims clerics. 


F G M U K by Helen Pluckrose 


Blog: HelenPluckrose 


We might wonder why so many Muslims have such 
misconceptions and have made 170,000 mistakes? 
It could be the Hadith that say "Circumcision is a 
Sunnat for men and a preservation of honour for 
women” (Abu al-Malik/Abu Dawud,) "When two 
circumcised parts touch each other then bathing 
becomes obligatory” (Sahih Muslim 3:684) and "Do 
not cut severely, since that is better for her and more 
pleasing to the husband” (Abu Dawud 41:5251) 
Contemporary Muslim ‘scholars’ including Grand 
Mufti Muhammad Tantawy, Sheikh Yussef al-Badri 
and Ahmad ibn Hanbal have cited these hadith in 
support of FGM. In fact, the four schools of Islamic 
thought all advocate it. The Shafi'i consider it wajib 
(obligatory) the Hanbali view it as Makrumah 
(honourable) and the Maliki and Hanifi consider it 
Sunnah (optional, preferable.) 


Despite such strong evidence that female genital 
mutilation is an Islamic practice, some liberals will 
insist that it is not because such mutilation existed 
before Islam and has existed in non-Muslim cultures. 
This is as unhelpful as the 'What about medieval 
Christianity?’ argument often made when human 
rights abuses occurring in the name of Islam are 
discussed. The issue is not academic debate about 
the history of religious harm. People are being 
harmed and even killed now and 65,000 British girls 
are at risk of being mutilated in the future unless we 
act now. 


Ayaan Hirsi Ali, an FGM survivor and activist, has 
suggested that a simple solution would be to check 
every child at risk of mutilation. Parents, she argued, 
"will know that they can't because in September 
every year... she will be checked." Acknowledging 
that this is "very, very controversial", she asks, "What 
is worse, the cutting itself or the method of 
detection?" The controversy, of course, would be 
the suggestion that Muslims from FGM practicing 
countries of origin might be intending to mutilate 
their daughters. This cannot be countered by 
evidence that Muslims from FGM practicing countries 
are mutilating their daughters until we acknowledge 
that this is happening, that it's happening among 
Muslims and that it’s understood to have its basis in 
Islamic doctrine. We all need to acknowledge this, 
Muslims and non-Muslims, if we want to protect girls 
from pain, mutilation and permanent physical and 
psychological harm. 


Sources available here. 
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(Qnoisykafir 


JIHAD-E-BAY 


SEX SLAVE $750 SECTION 


After featuring the bargain basement sex slaves last week, this week we are going up 
market. This week's selection of sex slaves will surely be snapped up in an instant. 
To avoid disappointment we recommend you log into Jihad-e-Bay right now. 


Fatima from a porn 
shoot for the Islamic 
Razzle. This is your 
chance to get a real 
life porn star as your 
very own sex slave. 


MAI 
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Little Aisha is only 5 
years old, so if you 
don't mind thighing 
her until she is a fully 
grown woman of 9 
years old then get her 


[ the way from the 
hills of Pakistan we 
bring you the goat of 
all goats, Sally. She is 
trim, obedient, never 
talks back and as tight 
as a mouse's ear. 


Anal Jihad 


London-based Shiite cleric Abdallah 
Al-Khilaf said that a Wahhabi fatwa 
permitted sodomy as a means to 
widening the anus in order to insert 
explosive capsules in it. Al-Khilaf 
claimed that a Wahhabi sheik had 
said that although in principle, 
sodomy was forbidden, "Jihad is 
more important. It is the pinnacle of 
Islam. If sodomy is the only way to 
reach this pinnacle of Islam, then 
there is no harm in it." 


Pisis MAU BADAWI 


Raif Badawi was arrested in 2012 on a charge of insulting Islam through 
electronic channels and brought to court on several charges including apostasy. 
He was sentenced to 10 years іп prison and 1,000 lashes for setting up a website 
that championed free speech in Saudi Arabia. His blog, the Saudi Free Liberals 
Forum, was shut down after his arrest in 2012. 


The lashes are being carried out over 20 weeks. The first 50 were administered 
on January 9, 2015. The second set has been postponed twice due to Badawi's 
poor health. 


Amnesty International has a petition with over a million signatures already 
added. We encourage all our readers to sign this petition by clicking HERE 


We featured two cartoons last week, which were the first two in a series of 50. 
Each cartoon represents one of the 50 lashes administered so far. Below are 
the next four in the series of 50. 


А CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (3) #Freeraif А CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (4) #Freeraif 
inTaeResr Oe THeWortp...| Їм Saupi ARAB... 


[SLAMie ANTIVIRUS 
Anri istamie 
THouGuTs Derecrep 


А CARTOON AGAINST EVERY LASH (5) — #FreeRaif 


“IE YOU STOP FOLLOWING Ме. 
Vou'Lt Have TOSTOPLIVING |) 
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Countdown Clo 
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UNTIL A VILLAGE IN KENYA GETS ITS IDIOT BACK 
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Coming in Issue 3 of Vive Charlie 


SPEECH WARS: 


A long time ago in a cave, far, far away, a devious fallen angel whispered 
sweet nothings into the ear of a genocidal pervert. Since then his word has 
been killing free speech all over the world. Hungry for more power and 


territory, Islam is now spreading throughout the Galaxy. Evil Emperor 
Murdoch is determined to defeat Islam and preserve free speech so his 
media empire will endure. Each week the bright side of life and the dark 
side will battle againstthe even darker side until there is peace in the galaxy. 
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